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Dear Kevin Woods: 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) reviewed the Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) from Los Angeles County Public Works (Lead Agency; LACPW) for 
the Reach 123 - Haskell Canyon Channel Restoration Project #2469-01 (Project) 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines1. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding 
those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. 
Likewise, CDFW appreciates the opportunity to provide comments regarding those 
aspects of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve 
through the exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code. 

CDFW ROLE 

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those 
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7, 
subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. 
(a)). CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, 
and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically 
sustainable populations of those species (Fish & G. Code, § 1802). Similarly, for 
purposes of CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological 
expertise during public agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on 
projects and related activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife 
resources. 

CDFW may also act as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. (Pub. Resources Code, § 
21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381). CDFW expects that it may need to exercise 

 
1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq. The “CEQA 
Guidelines” are found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000. 
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regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As proposed, for 
example, the Project may be subject to CDFW’s lake and streambed alteration 
regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent 
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law2 
of any species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA; Fish & 
G. Code, § 2050 et seq.) or the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & G. Code, § 
1900 et seq.), the Project proponent may seek related take authorization as provided by 
the Fish and Game Code. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 

Proponent: Los Angeles County Public Works  

Objective:  The proposed Project consists of a one-time clean out of an earthen “soft-
bottom” flood control channel reach to restore the channel to its original as-built 
condition. The Project footprint is approximately 10.86 acres. Project activities would 
consist of removal of all vegetation, removal of sediment, and minor repair to the side 
levees and storm drain outlets. The sediment, debris, and vegetation material removed 
would be disposed of approximately 8.5 miles away at the Chiquita Canyon Landfill in 
the City of Santa Clarita, and the excess sediment material cut would be hauled to the 
May Sediment Placement Site in the City of Sylmar approximately 18 miles south of the 
proposed Project. The channel may require repairs to the concrete slopes and will be 
determined once the sediment and vegetation are removed and the slopes become fully 
visible for inspection. Ingress, egress, and staging areas would be located on the 
existing access roads on both sides of the channel’s banks along the entire Project 
footprint. 

Location: The Project site is limited to a reach of Haskell Canyon Wash (“Reach 123”). 
The MND refers to the stream as the Haskell Canyon Channel as portions have been 
modified to operate as flood control infrastructure. Reach 123 of Haskell Canyon 
Channel is located immediately north of Copper Hill Drive, in the City of Santa Clarita, in 
Los Angeles County. Reach 123 is approximately 2,210 linear feet in length and is an 
earthen soft-bottom flood control channel with concrete-lined levee slopes. Reach 123 
is authorized for use only by Los Angeles County Flood Control District and is not open 
for public use. Haskell Canyon Channel is fully concrete lined immediately downstream 
of Reach 123. The waterway continues approximately 1-mile downstream of Reach 123 
to a confluence with the Bouquet Creek Channel, which then carries flows to the Santa 
Clara River and eventually the Pacific Ocean. 

Timeframe: The Project would be conducted in one phase that is expected to 
commence in Fall 2025 and last for approximately four months. 

 
2 “Take” is defined in Section 86 of the Fish and Game Code as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or 
attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill.” 

Docusign Envelope ID: 0015B602-3D23-4994-B29E-B74343104D59



Kevin Woods 
Los Angeles County Public Works 
October 7, 2025 
Page 3 of 16 

Biological Setting: The Project site is located within the Upper Santa Clara River 
watershed. The Project site is surrounded by suburban residential development and 
electrical transmission line right-of-way. The stream’s headwaters are within the Haskell 
Canyon Open Space Preserve. The Project boundaries are within an approximately 
400-meter-long flood control channel. The channel has an earthen “soft-bottom” 
streambed and is confined by concrete-lined banks approximately 30 meters apart. 
General biological surveys of the Project site were conducted on August 22, 2023, and 
findings were compiled in a Biological Resources Report (BRR). The BRR also includes 
findings from focused plant surveys conducted between March and August 2023, 
focused aquatic wildlife surveys conducted between May and August 2022, and focused 
riparian bird surveys conducted between April and July 2022. No positive detections 
were reported within the Project site during these focused survey efforts. 

The downstream 200 meters of the Project site is dominated by 2- to 5-meter-tall 
tamarisk and mulefat scrub. The upstream 200 meters of the Project site is comprised 
of dense red willow (Salix laevigata) riparian forest to approximately 15-meter height as 
well as an approximately 100-square-meter patch of sandbar willow (Salix exigua var. 
hindsiana) approximately 4 meters in height. The overstory is dominated by red willow 
and Goodding’s willow ((black willow; Salix gooddingii), with a few scattered Fremont 
cottonwood (Populus fremontii) and coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia). The BRR 
identifies eight vegetation types or land cover types within the Project footprint including 
California sagebrush and California buckwheat scrub (0.88 acre), California buckwheat 
and scalebroom alluvial fan scrub (3.71 acres), red willow thicket (1.15 acres), tamarisk 
thicket (1.08 acres), thick-leaved yerba santa patch (0.17 acre), California sagebrush 
scrub (1.06 acres), sandbar willow thicket (0.56 acre), and dirt road (0.32 acre). 

Sensitive animal species potentially occurring within the general Project area include 
Southern California legless lizard (Anniella stebbinsi; California Species of Special 
Concern (SSC)), coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii; SSC), and western 
spadefoot (Spea hammondii; ESA proposed threatened; SSC), Crotch’s bumble bee 
(Bombus crotchii; CESA candidate endangered), and coastal California gnatcatcher 
(Polioptila californica californica; ESA threatened; SSC). The MND incorporated two 
mitigation measures specific to nesting birds and Crotch’s bumble bee. 

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist LACPW in 
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially 
significant, direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. 
Additional comments or other suggestions may also be included to improve the 
document.  

COMMENT #1: Impacts on Sensitive Natural Communities 

Issue: The Project may impact sensitive natural communities. 
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Specific impacts: Project activities such vegetation removal and sediment removal 
would result in result in temporary or permanent loss of sensitive natural communities. 

Why impacts would occur: Although MND Chapter 21 Mandatory Findings of 
Significance claims that “the proposed Project site does not support any riparian 
habitat”, the MND’s supporting technical documents provide evidence to the contrary. 
According to MND Appendix B Biological Resources Report, the Project area contains 
riparian vegetation communities and sensitive natural communities. The biological 
resources report describes “dense red willow riparian forest.”  

The MND provides a definition of CDFW California Sensitive Natural Communities. 
However, the MND incorrectly states that, “No vegetation communities on the proposed 
Project site are considered sensitive by CDFW.” The biological resources report 
describes surveys conducted in 2023 where vegetation and land cover types within the 
Project area were identified and mapped (Figure 5). This report describes, “Eight overall 
vegetation types/land use types were identified during the survey: California Sagebrush 
and California Buckwheat Scrub, California Buckwheat and Scalebroom Alluvial Fan 
Scrub, Tamarisk Thicket, Thick-Leaved Yerba Santa Patch, California Sagebrush 
Scrub, Sandbar Willow Thicket, Red Willow Thicket, and Dirt Road.” This list is 
inconsistent with the list of vegetation and land cover types described in MND Chapter 4 
Biological Resources. The omission of 1.15 acres of “red willow thicket” is concerning 
because this vegetation type is considered by CDFW to be a Sensitive Natural 
Community. Based on the description provided in the biological resources report, the 
red willow thicket in question is likely suitable for classification as “Goodding's willow - 
red willow riparian woodland and forest” (CNPS 2025) under the current Survey of 
California Vegetation Classification and Mapping Standards (CDFW 2024) with a state 
rarity rank of S3. 

Evidence impacts would be significant: The Project proposes to directly impact 1.15 
acres of red willow thicket, a California sensitive natural community. Riparian woodland 
vegetation, such as Goodding's willow - red willow riparian woodland, serves as 
important breeding habitat for several sensitive bird species including least Bell’s vireo 
(Vireo bellii pusillus; USFWS 2006) and southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax 
traillii extimus; USFWS 2025). CDFW considers natural communities, alliances, and 
associations with a State-wide rarity ranking of S1, S2, and S3 to be sensitive natural 
communities. These ranks can be obtained by visiting the Vegetation Classification and 
Mapping Program - Natural Communities. Sensitive natural communities are threatened 
communities that have both regional and local significance. Impacts to a sensitive 
natural community should be considered significant under CEQA unless impacts are 
clearly mitigated below a level of significance. Without appropriate mitigation, the 
Project may result in significant impacts on a sensitive natural community if individual 
projects facilitated by the Project’s measures and actions would remove, encroach into, 
or disturb such resources. Accordingly, the Project continues to have a substantial 
adverse direct, indirect, and cumulative effect, either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on sensitive natural communities identified by CDFW. 
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Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

CDFW requests the following recommendations and mitigation measures are 
incorporated into the final CEQA document: 

Mitigation Measure #1: Mitigation for Project Impacts to Sensitive Natural 
Communities – LACPW shall provide compensatory mitigation for impacts that result in 
the temporary or permanent loss of sensitive natural communities at a minimum 5:1 
ratio, or as specified in the Project’s CDFW Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement 
permit. Impacts that result in a permanent loss of stream natural resources within an 
earthen channel, bank, or associated riparian habitat will be mitigated at a minimum 3:1 
ratio, or as specified in the Project permits. There shall be no net loss of riparian habitat 
within the Project area limits. Mitigation for impacts to streams and riparian habitat shall 
be provided within the Project area and/or along the same watershed as the original 
impact. Mitigation shall replace the same vegetation association/alliance that was 
impacted. 

COMMENT #2: Impacts to Coastal California Gnatcatcher 

Issue: The Project may impact coastal California gnatcatcher. 

Specific impact: Project activities such as grading and vegetation removal may result 
in permanent loss of nesting and foraging habitat. Ground-disturbing activities during 
breeding and nesting season may also result in nest abandonment, reproductive 
suppression, or incidental loss of fertile eggs or nestlings. 

Why impact would occur: The MND acknowledges the presence of coastal sage 
scrub habitat in the upstream portion of the Project site. Coastal California gnatcatcher 
is an obligatory resident of coastal sage scrub habitat. While LACPW notes that there is 
potential for this SSC to be present on site, no species-specific measures are 
incorporated in the MND since the species was not observed during the August 2023 
general biological surveys or Spring 2022 focused riparian bird surveys. Subsequent 
focused surveys should be conducted to accurately determine presence/absence of 
coastal California gnatcatcher. Project activities without the appropriate surveys could 
result in injury or mortality of unidentified gnatcatcher, including eggs or nestlings. 
Furthermore, grading activities and removal of coastal sage scrub can result in 
permanent loss of breeding and foraging habitat for coastal California gnatcatcher. 

Evidence impact would be significant: CEQA provides protection for special status 
species, including SSC. These SSC meet the CEQA definition of rare, threatened, or 
endangered species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). Therefore, take of SSC could require 
a mandatory finding of significance by LACPW (CEQA Guidelines, § 15065). The 
reductions in the number of special status bird species, either directly or indirectly 
through nest abandonment or reproductive suppression, would constitute a significant 
impact absent appropriate mitigation. Inadequate avoidance and mitigation measures 
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will result in the Project continuing to have a substantial adverse direct and cumulative 
effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a 
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by CDFW and/or the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s) 

CDFW requests the following recommendations and mitigation measures are 
incorporated into the final CEQA document: 

Recommendation #2: USFWS Consultation – Take under the ESA also includes 
significant habitat modification or degradation that could result in death or injury to a 
listed species by interfering with essential behavioral patterns such as breeding, 
foraging, or nesting. CDFW recommends consultation with the USFWS, in order to 
comply with ESA, is advised well in advance of any ground disturbing activities and/or 
vegetation removal that may impact gnatcatcher. 

Mitigation Measure # 3: Coastal California Gnatcatcher Surveys – LACPW shall 
retain a qualified biologist with an appropriate USWFS permit to survey the Project site. 
The qualified biologist shall conduct surveys according to USFWS’s Coastal California 
Gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica) Presence/Absence Survey Protocol3. The 
survey protocol requires a minimum of six surveys conducted at least one week apart 
from March 15 through June 30 and a minimum of nine surveys at least two weeks 
apart from July 1 through March 14. The protocol should be followed for all surveys 
unless otherwise authorized by the USFWS in writing. 

COMMENT #3: Impacts to Special Status Herpetofauna 

Issue: The Project could impact sensitive reptile and amphibian species including but 
not limited to, Southern California legless lizard, coast horned lizard, and western 
spadefoot. 

Specific impacts: Project activities could result in direct injury or mortality (e.g., 
trampling, crushing) during vegetation and sediment removal. The Project may also 
result in a loss of breeding and/or foraging habitat. 

Why impact would occur: The Project area contains suitable habitat and high potential 
for occurrences for these sensitive species (Thomson, Wright, and Shaffer 2016). 
Southern California legless lizards occur in sparsely vegetated habitat types including 
coastal sand dunes, chaparral, pine–oak woodland, desert scrub, open grassland, and 
riparian areas. Coast horned lizards in occur in valley-foothill hardwood, conifer, and 
riparian habitats, as well as in pine-cypress, juniper and annual grassland habitats 
(Fisher et al. 2002). In southern California, western spadefoot habitat use is positively 

 
3 https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/survey-protocol-for-coastal-california-gnatcatcher.pdf  
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associated with grassland or scrub vegetation cover and higher sand content in soils. 
Spadefoot toads are more likely to be found in close proximity to vernal pools and 
ephemeral streams (Halstead et al. 2022; Rose et al. 2022). Western spadefoot toads 
generally breed in temporary, natural (vernal pools) or artificial (e.g., road rut) pools and 
also may be found foraging in a variety of habitat types including riparian and uplands; 
spadefoot often use small mammal burrows but also are capable of digging into soft 
substrates. Project activities have the potential to directly impact the habitat occupied by 
these species. 

CDFW appreciates that the Project will work during the dry season to prevent impacts to 
aquatic species; however, this measure does not address the Project’s impacts to 
potential foraging and estivation habitat in the upland areas. Research has found that 
burrows of western spadefoot have been recorded with a mean distance of 40 meters 
from their breeding pools (Baumberger et al. 2019). Focused surveys should be 
conducted prior to any work in the river and surrounding areas during their respective 
breeding season for maximum detection of both species. 

Evidence impact would be significant: Southern California legless lizard, coast 
horned lizard, and western spadefoot are designated California SSC. In addition, the 
California Fish and Game Commission (Commission) accepted a petition to list the 
southern population of western spadefoot as endangered under CESA on September 
24, 2025 (CFGC 2025). If the Commission finds there is sufficient scientific information 
to indicate that the petitioned action may be warranted, the Commission will designate 
western spadefoot as a candidate species (Fish & G. Code, § 2068). As a CESA 
candidate species, the western spadefoot in southern California is granted the full 
protection of an endangered species under CESA. Take of any endangered, 
threatened, candidate species that results from the Project is prohibited, except as 
authorized by State law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 86, 2062, 2067, 2068, 2080, 2085; Cal. 
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 786.9). As to CEQA, the status of western spadefoot as an 
endangered species under CESA qualifies it as an endangered, rare, or threatened 
species under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines, §15380). CEQA provides protection not only 
for ESA or CESA listed species, but for any species including but not limited to SSC that 
can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. SSC meet the CEQA definition of 
rare, threatened, or endangered species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). Inadequate 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures for impacts to sensitive or special 
status species can result in the Project continuing to have a substantial adverse direct, 
indirect, and cumulative effects, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any 
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species by CDFW or 
USFWS (collectively, the Wildlife Agencies). 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s) 

Recommendation #4: Wildlife Agency Consultation for Wildlife Exclusion 
Methods – CDFW recommends that LACPW meet with the Wildlife Agencies and 
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identify measures such as use of silt fencing to prevent access into the construction 
area by Southern California legless lizard, coast horned lizard, and western spadefoot. 

Mitigation Measure #5: Western Spadefoot Focused Surveys – A qualified biologist 
shall be retained to conduct focused surveys for western spadefoot. Findings should be 
submitted to the Wildlife Agencies prior to Project activities for review and approval. 
Surveys for western spadefoot should be conducted between February and May when 
potential breeding pools retain sufficient water (Fisher 2021). If western spadefoot is 
observed, Project activities in their immediate vicinity should cease and individuals be 
allowed to leave the Project area on their own accord. If occupied burrows are found, a 
50-foot no-disturbance buffer shall be delineated around any western spadefoot burrow. 
If avoidance is not possible, an avoidance, minimization, and mitigation plan shall be 
developed and submitted to the Wildlife Agencies for their approval. 

Mitigation Measure #6: SSC Lizard Focused Surveys – A qualified biologist shall be 
retained to conduct focused surveys for Southern California legless lizard and coast 
horned lizard. Findings should be submitted to the Wildlife Agencies prior to Project 
activities for review and approval. If Southern California legless lizard or coast horned 
lizard are observed, Project activities in their immediate vicinity should cease and 
individuals be allowed to leave the Project area on their own accord. 

Mitigation Measure #7: Presence of a Biological Monitor with a Scientific 
Collecting Permit – A qualified biologist with appropriate handling permits to capture, 
temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife shall be retained to avoid harm or mortality in 
connection with Project construction and activities. CDFW has the authority to issue 
permits for the take or possession of wildlife, including mammals; birds, nests, and 
eggs; reptiles; amphibians; fish; plants; and invertebrates (Fish & G. Code, §§ 1002, 
1002.5, 1003). Effective October 1, 2018, a Scientific Collecting Permit is required to 
monitor project impacts on wildlife resources, as required by environmental documents, 
permits, or other legal authorizations; and, to capture, temporarily possess, and relocate 
wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with otherwise lawful activities (Cal. 
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650). Please visit CDFW’s Scientific Collection Permits webpage 
for information (CDFW 2025a). Pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, title 14, 
section 650, the Project applicant/qualified biologist must obtain appropriate handling 
permits to capture, temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality 
in connection with Project construction and activities. 

Mitigation Measure #8: Injured or Dead Wildlife – If any Southern California legless 
lizard, coast horned lizard, or western spadefoot are harmed during relocation, or a 
dead or injured animal is found, work in the immediate area shall stop immediately, the 
qualified biologist shall be notified, and the dead or injured wildlife will be documented. 
A report shall be sent to the Wildlife Agencies within 3 calendar days of the incident or 
finding. The report shall include the date, time of the finding or incident (if known), and 
location of the carcass or injured animal, and circumstances of its death or injury (if 
known). Work in the immediate area may only resume once the proper notifications 
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have been made and potential additional mitigation measures have been identified to 
prevent additional injury or death. 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement. CDFW appreciates LACPW for 
coordinating the existing Master Streambed Alteration Agreement (Notification #1600-
2019-0224-R5) to authorize the annual maintenance of 103 other soft-bottom flood 
control channel reaches throughout Los Angeles County. Prior to implementation of this 
Project, CDFW recommends LACPW to provide notification pursuant to section 1600 et 
seq. of the Fish and Game Code. 

Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan. CDFW recommends the Project’s 
environmental document include mitigation measures recommended in this letter. 
CDFW has provided comments via a mitigation monitoring and reporting plan to assist 
in the development of feasible, specific, detailed (i.e., responsible party, timing, specific 
actions, location), and fully enforceable mitigation measures (CEQA Guidelines, § 
15097; Pub. Resources Code, § 21081.6). The Lead Agency is welcome to coordinate 
with CDFW to further review and refine the Project’s mitigation measures. Per Public 
Resources Code section 21081.6(a)(1), CDFW has provided a summary of our 
suggested mitigation measures and recommendations in the form of an attached Draft 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (Attachment A). 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and 
negative declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make 
subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, § 
21003, subd. (e).) Accordingly, please report any special status species and natural 
communities detected during Project surveys to the California Natural Diversity 
Database (CNDDB). The CNDDB website4 provides direction regarding the types of 
information that should be reported and allows on-line submittal of field survey forms. 
In addition, information on special status native plant populations and sensitive natural 
communities, should be submitted to CDFW’s Vegetation Classification and Mapping 
Program using the Combined Rapid Assessment and Relevé Form5. 

LACPW should ensure data collected for the preparation of the MND is properly 
submitted. 

 
4 https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB   
5 https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/Natural-Communities/Submit  
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FILING FEES 

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment 
of environmental document filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the 
Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of 
environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the environmental document filing fee is 
required in order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested, and final. 
(Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 
21089.) 

CONCLUSION 

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the MND to assist LACPW in 
identifying and mitigating Project impacts on biological resources. CDFW requests an 
opportunity to review and comment on any response that LACPW has to our comments 
and to receive notification of any forthcoming hearing date(s) for the Project (CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15073(e)). 

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to David Lin6, 
Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist). 

Sincerely, 

Victoria Tang 
Environmental Program Manager 
South Coast Region 

ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment A: Draft Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program 

ec: California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Steve Gibson, Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisory) 
David Lin, Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist) 
Cindy Hailey, Staff Services Analyst 
CEQA Program Coordinator – Sacramento 

Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation 
State.clearinghouse@lci.ca.gov  

 
6 Phone: (562) 619-0509; Email: David.Lin@wildlife.ca.gov 
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ATTACHMENT A: DRAFT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) 

CDFW provides the following language to be incorporated into the MMRP for the Project. 

Mitigation Measure Timing Responsible 
Party 

Mitigation Measure #1: Mitigation for Project Impacts to Sensitive Natural 
Communities 

LACPW shall provide compensatory mitigation for impacts that result in the temporary 
or permanent loss of sensitive natural communities at a minimum 4:1 ratio, or as 
specified in the Project’s CDFW Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement permit. 
Impacts that result in a permanent loss of stream natural resources within an earthen 
channel, bank, or associated riparian habitat will be mitigated at a minimum 3:1 ratio, 
or as specified in the Project permits. There shall be no net loss of riparian habitat 
within the Project area limits. Mitigation for impacts to streams and riparian habitat 
shall be provided within the Project area and/or along the same watershed as the 
original impact. Mitigation shall replace the same vegetation association/alliance that 
was impacted. 

Prior to Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 

Recommendation #2: USFWS Consultation for Coastal California Gnatcatcher 

Take under the ESA also includes significant habitat modification or degradation that 
could result in death or injury to a listed species by interfering with essential 
behavioral patterns such as breeding, foraging, or nesting. CDFW recommends 
consultation with the USFWS, in order to comply with ESA, is advised well in advance 
of any ground disturbing activities and/or vegetation removal that may impact 
gnatcatcher.  

Prior to Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 
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Mitigation Measure Timing Responsible 
Party 

Mitigation Measure # 3: Coastal California Gnatcatcher Surveys  

LACPW shall retain a qualified biologist with an appropriate USWFS permit to survey 
the Project site. The qualified biologist shall conduct surveys according to USFWS’s 
Coastal California Gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica) Presence/Absence 
Survey Protocol7. The survey protocol requires a minimum of six surveys conducted 
at least one week apart from March 15 through June 30 and a minimum of nine 
surveys at least two weeks apart from July 1 through March 14. The protocol should 
be followed for all surveys unless otherwise authorized by the USFWS in writing. 

Prior to Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 

Recommendation #4: Wildlife Agency Consultation for Wildlife Exclusion 
Methods 

CDFW recommends that LACPW meet with the Wildlife Agencies and identify 
measures such as use of silt fencing to prevent access into the construction area by 
Southern California legless lizard, coast horned lizard, and western spadefoot. 

Prior to Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 

Mitigation Measure #5: Western Spadefoot Focused Surveys 
A qualified biologist shall be retained to conduct focused surveys for western 
spadefoot. Findings should be submitted to the Wildlife Agencies prior to Project 
activities for review and approval. Surveys for western spadefoot should be 
conducted between February and May when potential breeding pools retain sufficient 
water (Fisher 2021). If western spadefoot is observed, Project activities in their 
immediate vicinity should cease and individuals be allowed to leave the Project area 
on their own accord. If occupied burrows are found, a 50-foot no-disturbance buffer 
shall be delineated around any western spadefoot burrow. If avoidance is not 

Prior to Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 

 
7 https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/survey-protocol-for-coastal-california-gnatcatcher.pdf  
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Mitigation Measure Timing Responsible 
Party 

possible, an avoidance, minimization, and mitigation plan shall be developed and 
submitted to the Wildlife Agencies for their approval. 

Mitigation Measure #6: SSC Lizard Focused Surveys 

A qualified biologist shall be retained to conduct focused surveys for Southern 
California legless lizard and coast horned lizard. Findings should be submitted to the 
Wildlife Agencies prior to Project activities for review and approval. If Southern 
California legless lizard or coast horned lizard are observed, Project activities in their 
immediate vicinity should cease and individuals be allowed to leave the Project area 
on their own accord. 

Prior to Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 

Mitigation Measure #7: Presence of a Biological Monitor with a Scientific 
Collecting Permit 

A qualified biologist with appropriate handling permits to capture, temporarily 
possess, and relocate wildlife shall be retained to avoid harm or mortality in 
connection with Project construction and activities. CDFW has the authority to issue 
permits for the take or possession of wildlife, including mammals; birds, nests, and 
eggs; reptiles; amphibians; fish; plants; and invertebrates (Fish & G. Code, §§ 1002, 
1002.5, 1003). Effective October 1, 2018, a Scientific Collecting Permit is required to 
monitor project impacts on wildlife resources, as required by environmental 
documents, permits, or other legal authorizations; and, to capture, temporarily 
possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with otherwise 
lawful activities (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650). Please visit CDFW’s Scientific 
Collection Permits webpage for information (CDFW 2025a). Pursuant to the California 
Code of Regulations, title 14, section 650, the Project applicant/qualified biologist 
must obtain appropriate handling permits to capture, temporarily possess, and 

During Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 
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Mitigation Measure Timing Responsible 
Party 

relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with Project construction and 
activities.  

Mitigation Measure #8: Injured or Dead Wildlife 

If any Southern California legless lizard, coast horned lizard, or western spadefoot are 
harmed during relocation, or a dead or injured animal is found, work in the immediate 
area shall stop immediately, the qualified biologist shall be notified, and the dead or 
injured wildlife will be documented. A report shall be sent to the Wildlife Agencies 
within 3 calendar days of the incident or finding. The report shall include the date, 
time of the finding or incident (if known), and location of the carcass or injured animal, 
and circumstances of its death or injury (if known). Work in the immediate area may 
only resume once the proper notifications have been made and potential additional 
mitigation measures have been identified to prevent additional injury or death. 

During Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 

Recommendation #9: Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement 

CDFW appreciates LACPW for coordinating the existing Master Streambed Alteration 
Agreement (Notification #1600-2019-0224-R5) to authorize the annual maintenance 
of 103 other soft-bottom flood control channel reaches throughout Los Angeles 
County. Prior to implementation of this Project, CDFW recommends LACPW to 
provide notification pursuant to section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code. 

Prior to Project 
activities 

Lead Agency 
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